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DETAILED ACTION 

The amendment received December 22, 2005 is acknowledged and entered. Claims 1- 
20 have been canceled. Claims 21-40 have been added. Claims 21-40 are currently 
pending. 

Response to Amendment and Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21 , and 25-40 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 21 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "the total" in lines 9 and 10, respectively. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 39 recites the limitation "the Internet" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 21,31, and 38-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Walker et al. (US PG Pub. 2002/0178071). 

As for claim 21 , Walker et al. disclose a computer-implemented method, 
comprising: 

receiving information regarding an order for at least one of a good, a product, 
and a service, and a maximum spending limit (paragraphs [0103], [0134]); 

processing the information regarding the order with a processing device 
(paragraphs [0095]-[0098], [0111]); 

computing a first total or aggregate cost for the order, wherein the total or 
aggregate cost for the order includes the cost for the at least one of a good, a product, 
and a service, and at least one of a shipping charge or cost, a handling charge or cost, 
a tax, a duty, a tariff, an insurance charge or cost, and a transaction charge or cost, 
associated with the order (paragraphs [0055], [0277]); 

determining whether the first total or aggregate cost for the order is at or below 
the maximum spending limit (paragraph [0134]); 

detecting a price reduction event, wherein the price reduction event is at least 
one of a reduction in a selling price of the at least one of a good, a product, and a 
service, a reduction in or a waiver of a shipping charge or cost, a reduction in or a 
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waiver of a handling charge or cost, a reduction in or a waiver of a tax, a duty, or a tariff, 
a reduction in or a waiver of an insurance charge or cost, and a reduction in a 
transaction charge of cost (paragraph [0175] [0178]; FIG. 26); 

computing a second total or aggregate cost for the order (paragraph [0107]); 

generating a message containing information regarding the second total or 
aggregate cost for the order (paragraphs [0068], [01 07]); and 

transmitting the message to a communication device associated with an 
individual (paragraphs [0068][0107]). 

As for claim 31 , Walker et al. disclose the computer-implemented method of 
claim 21 , wherein the price reduction event is a reduction in a selling price (paragraphs 
[0175],[0178]). 

As for claim 38, Walker et al. disclose the computer-implemented method of 
claim 21, wherein the communication device is a wireless device (paragraph [0063]). 

As for claim 39, Walker et al. disclose the computer-implemented method of 
claim 21 , wherein the information regarding an order for at least one of a good, a 
product, and a service, and a maximum spending limit, or the message, is transmitted 
on or over at least one of the Internet and the World Wide Web (Paragraph [0036]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 25-30 and 32-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walker et al. (US PG Pub. 2002/0178071), in view of WO 00/70519. 

As for claims 25-30, Walker et al. do not disclose the computer-implemented 
method of claim 21, wherein the message contains information regarding at least one of 
an available shipper, a shipping option, and a shipping cost; and an available taxing 
authority or a country of origin for the at least one of a good, a product, and a service. 

WO 00/70519 discloses a transportation logistics system (250) provides vendors 
or shoppers, at the time of purchase, a total global delivered cost quote for shipping a 
product between locations; and the total delivered cost quote, which includes any 
applicable inland origin freight, inland destination freight, air freight, ocean freight, 
insurance, duties, taxes, customs clearance fee, import fee, or service fees is presented 
to the requestor with both ocean freight and airfreight options; and the transportation 
logistic system (250) can coordinate the shipment of the selected product to the delivery 
destinations, and enables the payment of all quoted fees, if the requestor accepts the 
quote (abstract). WO 00/7051 9 still further discloses that the method further comprises 
the step of (e) presenting the total cost to the requestor and (f) initiating transportation of 
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the identified product to the specified destination (page 4, lines 6-17; FIGS. 2-3 and 6). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Walker et al. to include the feature of WO 
00/70519 in order to provide a customer with at least an available shipper, a shipping 
option, and a shipping cost; and an available taxing authority or a country of origin for 
the at least one of a good, a product, and a service in order to provide all-inclusive price 
and delivery quotes instantaneously at the point of purchase. WO 00/70519 does not 
expressly disclose the processing device being programmed to select a taxing authority 
and selecting an insurance policy for the order. However, it is obvious that if the total 
delivered quote includes tax and insurance and the system can coordinate and initiate 
the shipment of the selected product to the delivery destinations based on accepted 
quotes, then the system can also select a taxing authority and insurance if it is a 
shipping requirement. 

As for claims 32-36, Walker et al. do not disclose the computer-implemented 
method of claim 21 , wherein the price reduction event is a reduction in or a waiver of a 
shipping charge or cost; a reduction in or waiver of a handling charge or cost; a 
reduction in or waiver of at least one of a tax, a duty, and a tariff; and a reduction in a 
transaction charge or cost. However, it old and well known in the business art that 
many sellers or vendors offer reductions or waivers shipping charges or costs; handling 
charges or costs; taxes, a duties, and a tariffs; and transaction charges or costs for loyal 
or valued customers and for shoppers especially around the Christmas season. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Walker et al. to include discounts or 
waivers shipping charges or costs; handling charges or costs; at least one of a tax, a 
duty, and a tariff; and transaction charges or costs to retain old customers and obtain 
new customers. 

As for claim 37, Walker et al. do not disclose the computer-implemented method 
of claim 21 , wherein the computer-implemented method utilizes at least one of an 
intelligent agent, a software agent, and a mobile agent. However, it is old and well 
known in the business art that many websites employ intelligent agents, software 
agents, and mobile agents, as well as spiders and shopping bots to find merchandise. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Walker et al. to include the use of 
intelligent agents, software agents, and mobile agents in order to the buyer with a more 
focused search. 

Conclusion 

4. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
A) The prior art for example: 

(1 ) Walker et al. (US Pg Pub. 2002/0178071 ), which disclose settlement systems 
and methods wherein a buyer takes possession at a retailer of a product purchased 
using a communication network. 
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(2) WO 00/70519, which discloses a network accessible quotation and shipping 
system. 

However, in regard to claims 22-24, the prior art does not teach or suggest the 
specific manner in which the shipping, handling, and transaction charges are minimized. 

5. The examiner has cited prior art of interest, for example: 

1) Walker et al. (Patent Number 5,794,207), which discloses method and 
apparatus for a cryptographically assisted commercial network system designed to 
facilitate buyer-driven conditional purchase offers. 

2) Walker et al. (Patent Number 6,041,308), which disclose a system and method 
for motivating submission of conditional purchase offers. 

3) Priceline.com 

6. Claims 22-24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Freda A Nelson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7076. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




